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Available online 31 October 2016Sand and gravel beaches naturally act as a coastal buffer, absorbingwave energy and dynamically adapting to the
seasonal and long-termwave climate. Signiﬁcant shifts in nearshoremorphology can occur during extremewave
events, which can have a signiﬁcant impact on coastal vulnerability. During the winter of 2013/14, the Atlantic
coast of Europe received an unprecedented sequence of very energetic wave conditions (8-week mean offshore
Hs = 4.4 m). These events caused extensive physical (beach and dune erosion) and socio-economic (ﬂooding,
damage to infrastructure) impacts throughout the west coast of Europe. Many monitored sites in the UK and
France were in their most eroded state since morphological records began (5–10 years). We consider the geo-
morphological signiﬁcance of the storm response at 38 natural beaches in the southwest of England, ranging
from semi-sheltered reﬂective gravel barriers to ultra-dissipative exposed sand beaches with dunes. The extent
and patterns of post-storm recovery are examined in detail at three beaches with characteristic storm response
behaviours. Exposed sandy beaches were dominated by cross-shore transport processes leading to signiﬁcant
loss of sediment offshore from the intertidal zone (N200 m3/m); exposed gravel beaches were dominated by
overwash with signiﬁcant loss landward; and semi-sheltered sites exposed to more oblique wave forcing were
dominated by a rotational response due to alongshore sediment redistribution. Due to these contrasting re-
sponses, mechanisms and timescales for beach recovery displayed strong inter-site and intra-site variations. In
offshore and rotational cases, the recovery processes were multi-annual, comprising seasonal to decadal signals
and were intrinsically linked to the storm response mechanisms, while permanent losses occurred when
overwash dominated. We show that post-storm recovery does not necessarily occur during calm periods and
that in many cases high-energywave events appear to be essential for recovery of sediment (offshore and coun-
ter-rotation). Our results highlight the signiﬁcance of dominant climatic oscillations, multi-annual storm se-
quencing, storm tracks and resultant variations in wave angle, in controlling the impact that extreme wave
events have on contrasting sand/gravel beaches in exposed/sheltered locations.
© 2016 The Authors. Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access article under the CC BY license
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).1. Introduction
Sand and gravel beaches naturally act as a coastal buffer (Stive et al.,
2002), absorbingwave energy and dynamically adapting to the seasonal
and long-term wave climate. In the short- to medium-term (seasons to
years), signiﬁcant shifts in nearshore morphology can occur during ex-
treme events (single large storms or storm clusters), causing lowering
of intertidal beaches and scarping of dune systems (Splinter and
Palmsten, 2012), reducing the protection offered to subsequent storm
events and elevating risks of coastal inundation (Elko et al., 2014).
High-energy wave events will also mobilise offshore sediments at
depth, advected by storm driven nearshore currents, like bed returntt).
. This is an open access article underﬂow (e.g., Roelvink and Stive, 1989; Özkan-Haller, 2013) and rip cur-
rents (e.g., Loureiro et al., 2012), modifying the position of offshore
bars and shoals, and hence nearshore wave transformation (Senechal
et al., 2011; Coco et al., 2014; Lewis et al., 2014). These erosional re-
sponses can result in reduced or modiﬁed beach levels, which have
short- to medium-term impacts for coastal vulnerability (Masselink et
al., 2015). Therefore, understanding post-storm recovery mechanisms
and timescales, throughout a range of coastal environments, is critical
for future coastal hazard prediction, as well as long-term coastal evolu-
tion modelling (Ranasinghe et al., 2013).
Shorelines can recover from storm-induced erosion, but beach re-
covery rates are highly variable. Signiﬁcant recovery can occur within
days (Birkemeier, 1979; Poate et al., 2015), butmore typically takes sev-
eralmonths. In some cases, full recovery from severe storms can take up
to a decade (Thom and Hall, 1991), if at all, especially where sedimentthe CC BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
225T. Scott et al. / Marine Geology 382 (2016) 224–241has been lost to the system, either offshore, alongshore or landward. It is
the balance between storm response, storm frequency and recovery
rates that controls the long-term coastal evolution and vulnerability,
but our understanding of coastal storm response is limited by the qual-
ity and appropriateness of the datasets available (Coco et al., 2014), par-
ticularly for quantitative measurements throughout a full sequence of
beach recovery.
During winter, the coasts of western Europe are exposed to strong
easterly-tracking extratropical cyclones, which can arrive explosively
in high-frequency (order days) storm sequences during particularly
high-energy seasons, often associated with positive North Atlantic Os-
cillation (NAO) index (Donat, 2010; Bromirski and Cayan, 2015). Recent
studies have shown that the NAO and extreme storm clustering can be
dynamically linked to atmospheric Rossbywave breaking (Woollings et
al., 2008; Hanley and Caballero, 2012) and quasi-annual stratospheric
east-west wind reversals associated with the Quasi-Biennial Oscillation
(QBO; Baldwin et al., 2001). The QBO inﬂuences the stratospheric polar
vortex and hence the winter NAO and Atlantic-European climate,
especially in winter (Marshall and Scaife, 2009). These mechanisms
collectively contribute to climate variability, which has been shown
over recent decades to modify the wave climate (Dodet et al., 2010;
Bromirski and Cayan, 2015) and subsequently beach morphological
state (Masselink et al., 2014).
While there is currently little consensus on long-term changes in At-
lantic storminess, an analysis of satellite observations over NW Europe
by Young et al. (2011) showed a signiﬁcant increase in extreme wave
heights (Hs 1%) over the past 20 years (1985–2008), greater than any-
where throughout the global oceans. Donat et al. (2011) showed up-
ward trends in European storminess and demonstrated strong decadal
variability in extreme wind storms over the last century in NW Europe,
with some climate research suggesting that the northeast Atlantic is
predicted to experience signiﬁcant increases in winter and autumn
extreme values of signiﬁcant wave height (Hs) by the end of the this
century (Wang et al., 2012). Most importantly, large amounts of inter-
annual and decadal variability in the climate-ocean system leads to
the potential for signiﬁcant coastal morphological changes that canFig. 1. Location of data sources. Left panel: map of the southwest of England showing locatio
Plymouth Coastal Observatory (PCO), sites that are part of the Plymouth University (PU) coa
(red circles). The 50-m depth is indicated. Upper right panels: nearshore mean monthly sign
west coast; red) and Start Bay (semi-exposed; black) south coast in 16 m and 10 m depth, res
of Hs. Wave data represents a 9-year record from 2006 to 2015.expose coastal communities to sequences of higher levels of ﬂood risk
than the long-term background.
The storm events described by Masselink et al. (2015) that took
place during the winter of 2013/14 along the Atlantic coast of Europe
represented an unprecedented sequence of very energetic wave condi-
tions occurring over a 3-month period. The peak value of the 8-week av-
eraged signiﬁcant wave height (8-week mean offshore Hs = 4.4 m)
measured offshore of southwest England during the winter of 2013/14
was extremely rare.
Analysis of a 60-year hindcast wave model record (validated by off-
shore wave buoy measurements) by Masselink et al. (2016) suggests
that with the exception of the far north region (Ireland), the 2013/
2014 winter was the most energetic since 1948. In this study, a Gener-
alized Extreme Value (GEV) analysis of annual maxima (Coles, 2001)
in peak 8-week average wave heights suggest the 2013/2014 storm se-
quence had a minimum return period of 1 in 50 years and a best ﬁt es-
timate of order 1 in 250 years. Measured offshore wave data from the
southwest of England (wave platform 30 km offshore in 60 m water
depth; refer to Fig. 1 for wave platform location) showed that Hs during
the largest recorded storm exceeded 9 m with a peak wave period (Tp)
of 23 s. These storms caused extensive physical (beach and dune ero-
sion) and socio-economic (ﬂooding, damage to infrastructure) impacts
throughout the west coast of Europe (Ireland, UK, France, Spain and
Portugal). Throughout monitored sites in the UK and France, most
were in their most eroded state since morphological records began
(5–10 years; Poate et al., 2014; Castelle et al., 2015; Masselink et al.,
2015), highlighting the vulnerability of the Atlantic coast of Europe to
such coastal hazards (Castelle et al., 2015).
To assess and mitigate coastal impacts of future extreme storm
events, consideration of forcing mechanisms operating over short-
(weeks-months; individual storms), medium- (months-years; storm
clusters/patterns) as well as long-term (years-decades; climatic vari-
ability) time scales is required. Recent work by Masselink et al. (2015)
reported on a preliminary analysis of the beach response in southwest
England during the extreme winter of 2013/14 in Europe. In addition
to highlighting the important roles played by storm characteristicsn of offshore and nearshore directional wave buoys, beaches regularly monitored by the
stal monitoring programme and speciﬁc case study sites discussed further in this study
iﬁcant waves height (Hs) and peak wave period (Tp) measured at Perranporth (exposed
pectively. Bottom right panel: directional wave rose for both sites indicating distribution
226 T. Scott et al. / Marine Geology 382 (2016) 224–241(track, intensity and frequency) and water level (tide and surge
heights), this study also observed considerable spatial variability in
the geomorphic storm response due to the embayed nature of the coast-
line and the associated variability in coastal orientation. On west-facing
beaches, typical of thewest coast, thewesterly Atlantic stormwaves ap-
proach the coastline shore-parallel, and the prevailing storm response
was offshore sediment transport and widespread beach/dune erosion.
On south- and east-facing beaches, typical of the south coast, the
storm waves were associated with oblique wave approach, resulting
in strong littoral drift and beach rotation. The type of storm response
is expected to have a signiﬁcant impact on the rate of post-storm
recovery.
In this paper, we aim to quantify the signiﬁcance of thewinter 2013/
14 storms within a medium-term (multi-annual to decadal) context.
Speciﬁcally, the study extends the work presented in Masselink et al.
(2015) to: (1) identify the dominant storm impact mechanisms
throughout 38 natural beaches in the southwest of England; (2) assess
the relative morphological impacts of the 2013/14 winter within a lon-
ger termmorphological time series at three sand and gravel beach sites
representative of the dominant regional response mechanisms; and (3)
quantify extents and timescales of multi-annual beach recovery pro-
cesses utilising N5 year morphological records at each site.
2. Methodology and study area
The embayed coastline of the southwest of England is extremely di-
verse incorporating a broad range of geomorphic and hydrodynamic
settings. Fig. 1 illustrates the regional coastal physiography, which can
be broken down into threemain sections: the north coast (Bristol Chan-
nel), west coast (Atlantic Ocean) and south coast (English Channel).
These regions span the counties of Devon, Cornwall, Dorset and Somer-
set. The beaches of the region cover the full morphological spectrum
from reﬂective to dissipative, non-barred to multi-barred, including
dunes, sand and gravel beaches, barriers and spits, as well as various
types of estuaries, tidal ﬂats and rocky coasts (e.g., Steers, 1946; May
and Hansom, 2003; Scott et al., 2011).
The west and north coasts have amacro- tomega-tidal range (mean
spring tide range (MSR) from 4 to 12 m) and are typically exposed
medium- to high-energy open-coasts dominated byhigh hard rock cliffs
and embayed sandy beaches. Along themeso- tomacrotidal south coast
(MSR=3–5m), the eastward reduction in Atlantic exposure results in a
more complicated bimodal wave frequency-direction spectrum, as
attenuated Atlantic swell waves are complimented by local wind seas
generated in the English Channel. Fig. 1 illustrates this geographic vari-
ation by showingmonthly average Hs and Tp values for nearshore wave
buoys at Perranporth (exposed west coast; 16 m depth) and Start bay
(semi-sheltered south coast; 10 m depth). Hs and Tp values for
Perranporth range from 1.17 m and 8.5 s in July, to 2.26 m and 12.5 s
in January. Likewise, Hs and Tp values for Start Bay range from 0.44 m
and 6.8 s in July to 0.99 m and 8.5 s in January. The nearshore wave re-
cord highlights the strong seasonal variability in wave climate in the
southwest region, which is the most energetic in England. The 10%
exceedance wave heights (HS 10%) at Sevenstones light vessel (60 m
depth; Fig. 1) during winter and summer from 2003 to present were
4.2 m and 2.5 m, respectively, and the analysis of the joint wave distri-
butions indicate that a signiﬁcant portion of the increase in energy
during the winter months is due to storms with relatively long-period
waves. It is interesting to note that even though water levels are critical
when assessing storm impacts (Masselink et al., 2015), positive resid-
uals related to storm surge rarely exceed 0.5 m and 1 m along the
west and south coasts, respectively. This is in stark contrast to observa-
tions along the east coast of England during the 2013/14 winter
(Spencer et al., 2015).
The supra and inter-tidal beach morphological data used in this
study were collected both via the Plymouth Coastal Observatory (38-
beach storm response dataset, see Masselink et al. (2015) for moredetails) and Plymouth University (long-term monthly monitoring at
Perranporth (Masselink et al., 2014), Loe Bar (Poate et al., 2014) and
Slapton Sands (Ruiz de Alegria-Arzaburu and Masselink (2010) using
RTK-GPS. Computed changes in the beach sediment volume for the
38-beach response dataset represent changes to the dune, backshore
and intertidal beach area, but do not include the subtidal zone. In con-
trast, the long-term intertidal beach morphological data collected by
Plymouth University are supplemented by quasi-bimonthly RTK-GPS
aided single-beam echo-sounder bathymetric surveys at Perranporth
beach during the period 2010–2012 and 2014–2015. These bathymetric
data were collected using an Arancia inshore rescue boat (IRB) to ex-
tend proﬁles (25-m alongshore line spacing) to incorporate the full ac-
tivemorphological envelope (depth of c. 16mOrdnanceDatumNewlyn
(ODN)). Fig. 1 provides an overview of data sources and beach locations
used in the study.
To examine the long-term wave climate and assess the signiﬁcance
of recent storm activity, a combination of available wave (measured/
modelled) and wind (measured) datasets were used to represent
forcing at each of the beachmonitoring sites. The southwest coast of En-
gland has a network of 12 nearshore directional wave buoys (at c. 10 m
depth from mean sea level) that record 30-min inshore wave statistics
and are managed by the South West Regional Coastal Monitoring Pro-
gramme. Buoys at Perranporth, Porthleven and Start Bay are used in
this study, and all have relatively unbroken records since 2006. Unfortu-
nately, due to their shallow water location, data can be poor under
extreme storm conditions. Therefore, short-term wave conditions for
west coast locations are represented by the UK Met Ofﬁce European
(8-km) wave model, and long-term wave conditions were represented
regionally by a combination of the Sevenstones wave record (2003–
2015; available from http://www.previmer.org/), combined with a co-
located 57-year hindcast (1953–2009) obtained with a spectral wave
model (version 3.14 of WAVEWATCH III) forced with reanalysis wind
ﬁelds (Dodet et al., 2010). Finally, hourly wind records from UK Met
Ofﬁce Mountbatten weather station (1949–present) were used to
infer wind seas states for the period 1960–present at Start Bay (south
coast) due to a lack of local long-term wave records.3. Wave forcing
Based on Sevenstones offshorewave data, thewinter of 2013/14, be-
tween December and February, was a rare (N1:50-year) event due to
the unprecedented frequency, or clustering, of high-energy storms
within a 3-month period. There were 18 individual storms (with a fur-
ther 4 occurring duringMarch 2014)with an offshoreHs N 5.9m (1% ex-
ceedence wave height) that were bounded by periods when Hs b 4.5 m
(5% exceedence wave height), resulting in an average Hs N 4 m for the
period (Fig. 2; upper panel). According to the UK Met Ofﬁce, the joint
Hs-Tp probability of the storm named Hercules (Hs = 9 m; Tp = 23 s)
on 6 January 2014 identiﬁed it as a 1:5 to 1:10 year wave event (Met
Ofﬁce, 2014), whereas the combined wave and water level characteris-
tics of the storm named Petra (Hs=8m; Tp=15 s) on 5 February 2014
meant it was the most damaging storm in terms of coastal impact
(physical and socio-economic) on the south coast of Devon and Corn-
wall for the last 50 years (Devon Maritime Forum, 2014; Masselink et
al., 2015). Fig. 2 (lower panel) illustrates the 8-week running mean of
offshore Hs since 1950, demonstrating signiﬁcance of 2013/14 winter.
One of the key features of the storm events during this period was
the regional variability of inshore Hs around the southwest coast. Fig. 2
(middle panel) shows Hs throughout all of the monitored beach sites
(see Fig. 1) through assessment of their co-located inshore wave
model nodes (Met Ofﬁce 8-km WAVEWATCH III model). As explored
in detail by Masselink et al. (2015), all recorded storms approached
from the WNW–SW direction, invariably impacting the higher-energy
exposedwest coast beaches, but it is evident that several of these storms
also generated extreme wave heights (Hs N 5 m) on the more sheltered
12/13 01/14 02/14 03/14
H
s 
(m
)
0
2
4
6
8
10
12
1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010
H
s 
(m
; 8
-w
ee
k)
0
1
2
3
4
5
Chesil
Exmouth, Sidmouth
Dawlish Warren
Beesands
Thurlstone
Seaton
Par, Pentewan
Swanpool, Loe Bar
Mounts Bay
Isles of Scilly beaches
Sennen
St Ives beaches
Perranporth
New Quay beaches
Harlyn, Polzeath
Bude beaches
Westward Ho!
Saunton
Burnham beaches
Weston super Mare
12/13 01/14 02/14 03/14
Hs (m)
0 5 10
Fig. 2. Regional distribution of wave heights during the winter of 2013/14 and long-term context. Top panel: 3-month measured offshore hourly wave record from Sevenstones covering
the winter 2013/14 period. Dashed line indicates 1% exceedence signiﬁcant wave height and grey circles indicate major storm events and their duration (circle size). Middle panel: time-
series of the round-coast distribution of wave height during the winter 2013/14 period. Locations relate to monitored beach sites shown in Fig. 1. Data are modelled outputs from Met
Ofﬁce 8-km WAVEWATCH III model. Storms Hercules (6/1) and Petra (5/2) are indicated by a ﬁlled black circle and square, respectively. Bottom panel: long-term 8-week averaged
wave record fromWAVEWATCH III modelled (1953–2011) and measured (2008–2014) signiﬁcant wave height at Sevenstones. Modelled wave data were obtained from Dodet et al.
(2010), andmeasured data were collected and made freely available by the CDOCO in the framework of Previmer project and programs that contribute to it (http://www.previmer.org).
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Beesands and Chesil (Fig. 2; middle panel).
When considering the difference in the signiﬁcant storm wave
height between the west and south coast, referred to as the residual
wave height ΔHs, it is evident that for 15 of the 18 storm events northcoast Hs is 1–5 m larger than the south coast Hs (Fig. 3; upper panel).
However, the west coast is generally more exposed that the south
coast, and it is more insightful from the perspective of coastal storm im-
pacts to consider the nearshore wave conditions impacts in relation to
the long-term (5-year) mean winter wave condition (December–
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(Looe) ΔHs, indicating the relative geographic impact of individual storms (storm peaks highlighted in red). Middle panel shows disequilibrium parameter Hs=Hs for Looe (red)
located on the south coast and Perranporth (black) located on the west coast (see Fig. 1 for buoy locations). Bottom panel shows the storm wave residual ΔHs as a function of the
mean storm latitude (centre of westerly focussed wave generation) 12–24 h prior to peak wave height at Sevenstones Lightvessel (SW approaches). Circle size scaled by Hs.
228 T. Scott et al. / Marine Geology 382 (2016) 224–241January–February (DJF)), referred to as the disequilibrium parameter
Hs=Hs. Fig. 3 (middle panel) showsHs=Hs for thewinter 2013/14 at two
coastal locations, representing west and south coast conditions. Mea-
sured nearshore wave data are used here, but several gaps in these
data due to storm damage were ﬁlled using model data. Despite the
consistently larger Hs values on the west coast compared to the south
coast, the disequilibrium parameter was signiﬁcantly and consistently
larger for the south coast (Fig. 3; middle panel). During 10 (2) of the
18 storm events, the signiﬁcant wave height on the south (north)
coast was N4 times the long time average wave height (Hs=Hs N4), sug-
gesting, perhaps, that the coastal impacts of these storms are likely to
have been more signiﬁcant on the south coast.
The difference in wave conditions between thewest and north coast
for speciﬁc storms, quantiﬁed by ΔHs, was found to be strongly related
to the latitude associated with the speciﬁc storm tracks, identiﬁed here
as the peak of westerly-focussed wave-generating winds from Met Of-
ﬁce model outputs 12–24 h prior to peak wave height at Sevenstones
(Fig. 3; lower panel). A very strongpositive correlationwas obtained be-
tween these two parameters (r= 0.88) indicating that the stormswithlarger wave heights on the south coast (ΔHs b 0) were characterised by
storm track latitudes of b45°N and vice versa. Themore southerly storm
tracks enable storm waves to propagate into the Channel relatively un-
impeded, causing larger nearshore wave conditions along the south
coast. Storm track latitude does not appear to be related to the storm
wave conditions at the tip of southwest England (size of bubbles in
Fig. 3; lower panel).
4. 2013/14 storm response
The beach survey data from 38 beaches collected by the Plymouth
Coastal Observatory were used to assess the storm response character-
istics during the 2013/14 winter along the southwest coast of England
(see Masselink et al. (2015) for more details). A variety of signiﬁcant
storm responses (change N5 m3/m) were observed throughout the 38
monitored beaches; 53% eroded (mean = −77 m3/m,
max = −215 m3/m, σ = 69), 24% accreted (mean = +17 m3/m,
max = 47 m3/m, σ = 17), and 24% displayed insigniﬁcant change.
Fig. 4 illustrates the wide variety of beach responses that occurred
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provided ﬁrst. This will be followed by more detailed consideration of
the three most signiﬁcant response mechanisms using additional
beach monitoring data collected by Plymouth University. Pre- and
post storm survey dates were selected that best represent the morpho-
logical changes over the 2013/14 winter period.
4.1. Dune erosion
All beaches characterised by coastal dunes experienced dune erosion
to varying degrees. On most beaches, signiﬁcant dune scarping ofseveral meters (c. 10 m) occurred (Fig. 4; Berrow Dunes, Perran Sands,
Thurlestone) and at some locations the entire foredune was removed
(Fig. 4; Exmouth). Inspection of morphological data for locations for
which more than one post-storm survey was available (Fig. 4; Berrow
Dunes, Thurlestone) further revealed that dune erosion was not limited
to a single storm event. Dune erosion does not automatically imply a
loss in beach sediment volume; in fact, in many cases (e.g., Berrow
Dunes) modest changes in volume, often moderate gains (b20 m3/m)
occurredmostly across the lower part of the intertidal zone, despite ero-
sion of the coastal dunes. This response was typical for all megatidal
(MSR N 9 m) Bristol Channel beaches with dune systems.
230 T. Scott et al. / Marine Geology 382 (2016) 224–2414.2. Intertidal bar dynamics
Along the most sheltered sections of the study area along the
Somerset (Bristol Channel) coast, the intertidal zone (MSR N 9 m) is
characterised by an extremely (ultra) dissipative proﬁle and multiple
subdued intertidal bars (Scott et al., 2011). Generally, these beaches
displayed a modest inﬂux of sediment from the offshore (b20 m3/m),
as evidenced by onshoremigration of the intertidal bars (Fig. 4; Burnham
on Sea, Berrow Dunes). This onshore bar migration took place, despite
signiﬁcant erosion of the upper beach and coastal dunes (see above).
Signiﬁcant onshore bar migration and associated signiﬁcant increases
in sediment volume (N200 m3/m) was also experienced at several
partly-exposed sandy estuary and river mouth beaches (Fig. 4; Hayle).
4.3. Exposure of rocky shore platform and coastal defence structures
On two beaches (Widemouth, Seaton), observed proﬁle change re-
vealed the presence of relatively thin veneers of sand O (1–2m) overly-
ing rocky shore platforms. On these sites, storm erosion removed this
sand cover, exposing the underlying platforms. Although the presence
of this underlying geology would have limited the actual erosion losses,
the dramatic transformation of a sandy beach into a rocky platform
greatly affected the amenity value of the affected beaches and increases
beach hazard severity to bathers. On beaches protected by hard engi-
neering structures (Fig. 4; Beesands south and Chesil - protected) a sim-
ilar process was observed, with lowering of the upper beach level
revealing the underlying structure, sometimes even exposing its foun-
dations. Dramatic beach lowering occurred at reﬂective gravel beaches
with vertical erosion of 2–4m on some proﬁles (Fig. 4; Chesil - natural).
4.4. Erosion of entire proﬁle
On all exposed intermediate/dissipative sandybeaches, considerable
erosion occurred across the upper part of the beach, more or less above
mean sea level (MSL), with some deposition occurring over the lower
intertidal zone. However, on the beaches with the largest sediment
losses, generally themost exposedwest coast beaches, erosion occurred
across the entire beach proﬁle (Fig. 4; Perran Sands). These are the types
of beaches for which erosion losses exceeded 100 m3/m and the fate of
these sediments will be addressed in more detail in Section 5.1.
4.5. Alongshore distribution of sediment
On several beaches, both erosive and accretionary responses were
observed, although the beach-average response was generally erosive.
Such contrasting responses were most frequently observed along the
south coast where Atlantic storm waves typically approach the coast
at an oblique angle. This is exempliﬁed in Fig. 4 at Beesands, where
signiﬁcant erosion occurred along the south (upwave) section of the
reﬂective gravel beach, while accretion occurred along the north
(downwave) end of the beach. Such response is suggestive of an along-
shore redistribution of sediment andwill be addressed inmore detail in
Section 5.2. In many cases, net intertidal sediment loss within the em-
bayment still occurred, suggesting either sediment losses to the off-
shore, between embayment through headland bypassing, or through
overwash of sediment.
4.6. Barrier overwash
The sandy beaches in Fig. 4 are all backed by coastal cliffs, dunes or
engineering structures; however, most gravel beaches form part of
coastal barriers and are backed by a coastal lagoon and/or low-lying
coastal plain. During extreme storm activity these gravel barrier
systemswere overtopped and overwashed, resulting in sediment depo-
sition on or landward of the barrier crest (Fig. 4; Chesil - natural). Barrier
overwash was also observed at Westward Ho!, Loe Bar, Slapton Sandsand Chesil (see Fig. 1 for locations; see Fig. 5 for photographic example
from Slapton Sands) and this process is further explored in more detail
in Section 5.3.
4.7. Accretion
Although the dominant morphological response to the extreme
storms has been erosion, a signiﬁcant number of beaches (24%) experi-
enced overall gains (N5 m3/m) in intertidal sediment volume. Small
sediment gains occurred on themost locally sheltered sites, where shel-
ter from the westerly and southwesterly storm waves was provided by
offshore islands, protruding headlands, hard engineering structures,
and/or due to the beach orientation. This included relatively signiﬁcant
gains (approx. 50 m3/m) in sediment volume at small north facing
beaches (11%) in St Ives embayment (see Figs. 1 and 4).
5. Dominant storm-driven sediment pathways
The observed geographic variability in storm response along the SW
coast of England unveiled three important sediment transport response
pathways: offshore, alongshore and overwash. These processes had sig-
niﬁcant impacts on coastal cell morphology, long-term beach volumes
and therefore coastal vulnerability. These responses were typically
site-speciﬁc, associated with beach type and hydrodynamic setting.
The overall loss of sediment volume at many of the monitored sites
raises questions regarding the fate of removed sediment outside of the
coverage of this intertidal dataset, even in the case of beaches that
were dominated by alongshore redistribution of sediments. Here,
more comprehensive data collected by Plymouth University at three
sites (Perranporth in north Cornwall, Loe Bar in south Cornwall and
Slapton Sands in southDevon coast; Fig. 1) are used to provide addition-
al insight into these dominant storm-driven sediment pathways and the
fate of lost sediment, vital for the assessment of post-stormbeach recov-
ery mechanisms and timescales.
5.1. Offshore sediment transport and nearshore bar dynamics
The most signiﬁcant inter-tidal sediment losses were observed on
exposed sandy west coast beaches (Fig. 4). These macro-tidal beaches,
epitomised by Perranporth beach (Figs. 1, 4 and 6: Perran Sands), are
typically of a single-double barred intermediate/dissipative beach type
and commonly have amorphologically subdued,wide (200–300m), in-
tertidal beach (Scott et al., 2011; Poate et al., 2014; Stokes et al., 2015).
Under shore-normal storm conditions, bed return ﬂow currents,
aided by (mega-) rip currents are the dominant mechanism that drives
offshore sediment transport at these exposed beaches types (Aagaard et
al., 2013), advecting sediment from the intertidal mid-upper beach and
depositing it in sub-tidal sand bars located around the seaward limit of
the surf zone (Fig. 6). Some insight into the fate of the eroded sediment
at exposed west facing beaches during the 2013/14 storms is provided
by inter- and sub-tidalmorphological data collected at Perranporth dur-
ing pre and post 2013/14 winter surveys in July 2012 and April 2014
(Fig. 6). While there is a signiﬁcant temporal gap between these
datasets, examining them within a context of a multi-annual morpho-
logical record provides evidence of a quasi-seasonal cross-shore migra-
tion of sediment between the inter-to sub-tidal zones (for more detail
see Section 6.1).
Fig. 6 shows an intertidal beach lowering of 0.5–1maccompanied by
signiﬁcant sediment accumulation of c. 1 m within the sub-tidal zone.
The subtidal deposition occurred offshore of the summer 2012 outer
bar location (in depths between−6.5 and−13.5mODN), representing
an offshore bar crest translation of approximately 100 m and mean ac-
cretion of 185 m3/m during that period. Comparing the total cross-
shore beach volume changes within the entire beach area surveyed
(Fig. 6 left panel), the mean difference was−20 m3/m. The imbalance
of which could be explained by the alongshore variability in subtidal
Fig. 5. Example of overwash at Slapton Sands. The road that runs along the gravel barrier of Slapton Sands, south Devon, became coveredwith gravel due to overwash occurring during the
signiﬁcant storm ‘Petra’ on 5 February 2014, but also the ‘Valentine's Day’ storm on 14 February 2014 (http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-26064424).
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survey region), the component of alongshore sediment transport, and
the lack of sufﬁcient data regarding the contribution of dune erosion/ac-
cretion to the total sediment budget. The extent in both offshore dis-
tance and depth of the offshore sediment transport during storms has
signiﬁcant implications for post-storm recovery processes (subsequent
onshore sediment transport).Fig. 6.Morphological change at Perranporth, located on the north Cornwall coast, between July 2
and consists of extensive intertidal erosion (beach lowering c. 1 m), development of a very pro
panel shows difference bathymetry between the results of two combined sub-tidal single-beam
the most recent pre-storm subtidal survey. Bold black contours represent mean high/low tide
alongshore-average cross-shore proﬁle from within red box in the left panel. Red dashed line
the proﬁle are indicated.5.2. Longshore sediment transport and beach rotation
Along the semi-sheltered north (Bristol Channel) and south (English
Channel) coasts, the dominant Atlantic stormwave approach is oblique
to the regional coastline orientation. Beaches in these locations experi-
enced a signiﬁcant proportion of alongshore sediment redistribution
within the embayment (Fig. 4; Beesands, and Fig. 7; Slapton Sands).012 and April 2014. The change recorded ismainly attributed to the 2013/14 stormperiod
nounced large-scale rip current system and growth of a subtidal (storm) bar system. Left
echo-sounder and intertidal RTK-GPS beach surveys (July 2012–April 2014). July 2012was
levels and the depth contours are plotted with 0.5-m separation. Right panel shows the
is post-2013/14 winter proﬁle. Levels of erosion (black) and accretion (grey) throughout
Fig. 7. Storm impacts on the gravel beach of Slapton Sands, located on the south Devon coast, during the 2013/2014 winter season. Upper left panels show the cross-shore morphological
response for selected locations along the beach. Every month, up to 20 cross-shore proﬁles are surveyed using RTK-GPS and transects run from south (P0) to north (P19) at 250-m
intervals, as shown in the map in the top right panel. Lower panel shows bar graph representing the alongshore distribution of the intertidal beach volumetric change ΔV (above the
−2 mODN level). Transects P0–P16 all show erosion, but the northernmost transects P17–P19 display an increase in the beach sediment volume.
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beach, provides a good example of the observed rotational behaviour
(Fig. 7). Erosion occurred throughout the southern and middle beach
(0–4250 m from Torcross) with hotspots occurring in the south at the
sub-embayment boundary and mid-bay proﬁles (P0 & P11): up to 3 m
of beach lowering occurred at P0, exposing the foundations of the coast-
al protection structure and at P11 the beach retreated by over 10 m. In
contrast, the northern end of the embayment (4250–5000 m from
Torcross) experienced very high levels of accretion throughout theintertidal tidal to the berm crest and also into the back barrier region
(−2 and 5 mODN).
Integrating the storm-induced sediment budget along the entire
beach indicate that signiﬁcant losses occurred during the 2013/14 win-
ter. Qualitative evidence indicates that barrier overwash provides an
important mechanism for losses of sediment from the beach, although
not of the barrier system as a whole (Fig. 5). Other mechanisms that
are currently under investigation are sediment exchange between adja-
cent embayments through headland bypassing, as well as offshore
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Slapton Sands offshore sediment exchange during storms is expected
to be in the form of backwash/step material deposited as slumped de-
posits under extreme swash events below the mean spring low water
level; such response is supported by preliminary bathymetric surveys
offshore of Chesil beach indicating slumped gravel deposits just below
low tide level (Poate et al., 2015). In mixed sand/gravel and sandy
beaches with wider surf zones, a greater component of offshore trans-
port via bed return ﬂow is expected to contribute to sediment losses
and potentially nearshore bar formation.
5.3. Onshore sediment transport and barrier overwash
There are limited quantitative records of barrier overwash during
the 2013/14 storms. This is partially due to overwash deposits being dis-
tributed as thin veneers of material, often landward of the measured
proﬁles, but also because the overwashed material often covered
backshore infrastructure (roads and urban areas) in vulnerable loca-
tions, material is rapidly rapidly removed and redistributed by coastal
engineers post-storm. Nonetheless, photographic evidence exists
(Fig. 5) conﬁrming overwash occurrence. An example of a recorded
overwash event is shown in Fig. 8, collected by Plymouth University at
Loe Bar, a natural ﬁne gravel barrier in Cornwall (Poate et al., 2015).
During the peak storm conditions of early 2014, the crest of the barrier,
which was 6.1 m above the mean high water level, was overwashed
leading to back barrier accretion (~0.3m) and 17m landwardmigration
of the barrier crest (Fig. 8). Extensive (~1.5 m) lowering of the upper
proﬁle was observed, although regions of accretion can also be seenFig. 8. Overwash observations at Loe Bar, a high-energy natural gravel barrier located on the sou
shoreface and back barrier regions. Top panel shows surface difference in colour and post-storm
panel) with associated levels of erosion and accretion across the proﬁle (bottom-right panel).across the lower beach related to the complex cuspate
morphodynamics at this site (Poate et al., 2014). The net loss ofmaterial
transported from the seaward proﬁle of the barrier through
overwashingwas 17m3/m (Fig. 8). Overwashing also occurred at Chesil
with 14m3/m removed from the seaward slope across anunconstrained
natural proﬁle. This removal resulted in a landward migration of the
crest position and steepening of the crest slope, increasing vulnerability
to further storm events (McCall et al., 2014). Although the sediment
losses due to overwash were relatively modest compared to some of
the losses on the west coast, material transported landward of the bar-
rier crest cannot be returned to the front of the beach during recovery
and thus such response represents an irreversible landward transfer of
sediment.
6. Multi-annual storm recovery
A number of recent studies (e.g., Cooper et al., 2004; Castelle et al.,
2007; Coco et al., 2014; Splinter et al., 2014) have highlighted the im-
portance of antecedent morphological state in controlling subsequent
morphological response to storms. It also has a signiﬁcant bearing on
the vulnerability of coastal communities and infrastructure to further
storm impacts. Therefore, understanding the rate at which a beach re-
covers from storm-induced erosion is of broad interest to scientists
and coastal managers. The rate at which beach volumes and elevations
return to pre-storm levels (if at all) is intrinsically linked to the domi-
nant mechanisms driving sediment transport at each beach site (as
discussed in previous section), as well as a function of the post-storm
wave conditions. Here we investigate the long-term impacts of theth Cornwall coast, showing pre- and post-storm survey (winter 2013/14) of the intertidal
contouredmorphology. Bottom panels show an example cross-shore proﬁle (bottom-left
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sites utilising extended multi-annual timeseries. These sites represent
the three dominant morphological response types outlined above:
offshore, overwash and rotation.
6.1. Perranporth
Located on the west coast of Cornwall, Perranporth is a double-
barred exposed sandy beach (mean spring range of 6.3 m; 3.5-km
long) backed by an eroding sand dune system (Fig. 1). It is a low-tide
bar/rip beach type and, similar to other beaches in the region, exhibits
pronounced low-tide bar/rip morphology which varies on a seasonal
timescale (Scott et al., 2014). The intertidal beach is relatively ﬂat
(tanβ= 0.015–0.025) and composed of medium quartz sand (D50 =
0.28–0.34 mm). The beach faces west-northwest and is predominantly
exposed to Atlantic storm and swell waves; it has an annual average
signiﬁcant wave height and peak period of Hs = 1.6 m and Tp =
10.6 s, respectively. Perranporth is regarded as a representative exam-
ple of both the exposed sandy beaches of Devon and Cornwall, as well
as high-energy macrotidal beaches globally.
Analysis of multi-annual intertidal and sub-tidal morphological re-
cords indicate that the beach system is dominated by cross-shore surf
zone driven sediment transport and shore-normal waves (Masselink
et al., 2014). The time series shown in Fig. 9 captures a single 7-year
morphological cycle, which starts with a fully accreted state in mid-
2006 (reference beach volume) followed by a signiﬁcant period ofFig. 9. Intertidal morphological change at Perranporth beach. Right panel shows multi-beam ba
the beach covered by single-beam bathymetric surveys in Fig. 6 (black dashed box) and region
ofwave heightHs (30-min and8-week runningmean). Leftmiddle panel showsmean intertidal
standard deviation. Left lower panel shows the upper (red) and lower (black) intertidal sedimerosion during the 2006/7 winter (where sparse data unfortunately
conceal full story), leading to a severely depleted beach volume of
−165 m3/m throughout the analysed beach section (250 m section in
the alongshore, and intertidal beach above mean low water in the
cross-shore; red box Fig. 9). After the 2006/7winter a dramatic increase
in alongshore standard deviation in proﬁle volume occurred throughout
the beach section (reaching σ=54m3/m during spring 2008) associat-
ed with the development of large-scale three-dimensional sandbar
morphology within the low- and sub-tidal regions (grey shading Fig.
9; middle left panel). Subsequently, between spring 2008 and autumn
2012 an extended multi-annual period of beach recovery/accretion
was observed. Intertidal beach volumes recovered to 2006 reference
level by late 2010 (3-year sequence) and reached a volume maximum
of 12 m3/m by autumn 2012. Superimposed on this recovery phase
were annual seasonal ﬂuctuations of erosion in winter and accretion
in spring/summer. Fig. 9 (lower left panel) reveals that the lower inter-
tidal beach took a year longer (autumn 2011; 4 years) to recover to the
reference state than the upper beach (autumn 2010; 3 years).
The second major erosional event observed is during the extreme
2013/14 winter, resulting in a severely depleted beach by spring 2014
(−243 m3/m), representing intertidal erosion of 223 m3/m (a 0.5 m
beach lowering throughout the 400 m wide intertidal proﬁle) during a
4-month period, associated with a 73-m landward migration of the
mean lowwater shoreline. Following this event, observed annual recov-
ery behaviour (+112 m3/m) is similar to mean recovery volumes
during previous years (mean = 94.8 m3/m and σ= 17.8 m3/m). Duethymetric survey of Perranporth with location of directional wave buoy (DWR), region of
of intertidal beach volume calculation (red box). Left upper panel shows 8-year time series
beach sediment volume (m3/malongshore)with bounded region representing alongshore
ent volume above and below mean sea level.
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son only 50% of the pre-storm intertidal volume was recovered.
Previous work at Perranporth by Masselink et al. (2014) examined
the cross-shore displacement of the offshore bar crest as a function of
wave forcing parameters, and found that the 4-month and 12-month
(primary and secondary) averaged wave forcing terms best explained
the sub-tidal bar dynamics. While there are individual storms where
Hs N 6m in each year of the record (Fig. 9), the offshore 8-week average
wave conditions (black line; Fig. 9) has greatest correlation with the
monthly intertidal erosion and accretion sequences (r = 0.42). This
highlights the importance of considering sequences of storms (number
and density) in generating signiﬁcant erosion events throughout the in-
tertidal zone on an exposed macro-tidal sandy beach like Perranporth.
The morphological timeseries indicates, as one would expect, that
the impact of high energy winter periods have a greater erosive impact
on a fully accreted beach. This is observed at Perranporth during the
erosive events of the 2006/7 and 2013/14 winters, while the opposite
effect occurs during 2008/9 and 2014/15 where initial pre-winter
beaches are in a more erosive state. By extension, one might expect
greater recovery rates from more erosive states, but this assumes that
eroded sediment (sub-tidal) can be mobilised under accretionary
conditions. This can be further explored through analysis of available
sub-tidal bathymetric records.
Combined sub-tidal bathymetric and intertidal topographic survey
data (Fig. 10) from 2014 conﬁrms the signiﬁcant development
(+112 m3/m since July 2012) and offshore translation (c.100 m) of
an offshore sub-tidal bar, with associated bar crest lowering to
−7.4 mODN (from −6.4 mODN in July 2012). This extreme winter
led induced morphological change to a depth of−14 mODN. While a
signiﬁcant proportion of eroded intertidal sediment (50%) recovered
within 10 months, the bathymetric record suggests this was initially
sourced from available sediment around the lowwater region (and po-
tential from alongshore redistribution) during the low energy spring/Fig. 10. Perranporth subtidal response and recovery. Left panel shows cross-shore proﬁle chan
Changes relative to reference accreted beach in Nov 2010. Surveys were collected at approx
vertical lines showcross-shore locations of mean low and high water shorelines. Upper right p
relative sub-tidal and intertidal volume change (m3/m alongshore) from 2010 reference volumsummer 2014 wave conditions (4-month Hs = 0.92 m; lowest since
2006). Signiﬁcantly, no signiﬁcant change was observed in the offshore
bar morphology between April and September 2014. The offshore
(storm) bar deposits, approximately 400 m offshore of the mean low
water position and consisting of an equivalent proportion of the eroded
intertidal material, remained static until the onset of the ﬁrst signiﬁcant
high-energy swell wave events of the autumn (November 2014). Once
mobilised, a rapid reduction/redistribution in sub-tidal sediments
occurred (−235 m3/m) pre winter 2014/15, followed by a signiﬁcant
onshore bar migration (c.80 m) in early 2015.
These observations indicate that a decoupled beach recovery process
can occur after extremely energetic winters. Initial recovery of available
sediment occurs rapidly (within several months) post-storm, but sedi-
ment retained in the sub-tidal bar system may not be activated and
made available to supply the upper beach until the onset of higher-en-
ergy longer-period swell events that are able to mobilise sediment at
depth (particularly if the offshore bar has experienced severe offshore
translation and lowering). This process would lead to the requirement
of a multi-annual beach recovery sequence interrupted by winter ero-
sional events.6.2. Slapton Sands
Slapton Sands is a 4-km long gravel barrier beach located on the
south coast of Devon (Fig. 2). The beach is aligned roughly SSW-NNE
and the wave climate here is directionally bi-modal receiving short
fetch wind and diminished Atlantic swell waves from the south and
wind waves from the east (Ruiz de Alegria-Arzaburu and Masselink,
2010). The barrier rises to 5–6 m above mean sea level with a steep
reﬂective beachface (tanβ = 0.1) composed of ﬁne gravel (D50 =
2–10 mm). Slapton Sands is one of many gravel barriers and beaches
located along the south coast of England and itsmorphological responsege across the inter- and subtidal zone at Perranporth between Nov 2010 and June 2015.
imately 6-weekly intervals with a data gap between July 2012 and April 2014. Dashed
anel shows mean outer bar crest elevations for each survey (mODN). Lower panel shows
e (red and black respectively), bounded regions are alongshore standard deviation.
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affected fetch-limited channel coast environments (McCall et al., 2013).
In contrast to Perranporth, the Slapton Sandsmorphological time se-
ries is an example of a rotational response to storms, where alongshore
redistribution of sediment is the dominantmechanisms for embayment
scale morphological change. Slapton displays a long-term erosional
trend at the southern end (P5; Fig. 11), particularly apparent during
winter periods of southerly storms. At the northern end, transect P18
experiences long-term accretion punctuated by erosion during relative-
ly infrequent easterly storms sequences (e.g., early 2013). Both the
long-term trend and the seasonal ﬂuctuations in beach volume are the
result of alongshore imbalances in the littoral drift and thus demon-
strate beach rotation. Interestingly, transect P10 from the middle
beach has remained relatively stable in the long-term but suffered sig-
niﬁcant erosion during the 2013/14 winter (region of most signiﬁcant
overwash events, with back-barrier lagoon).
Themost signiﬁcant events in the recordwere associatedwith beach
changes that occurred over a 2-month period during easterly storms in
2013 (P5=+20m3/m; P10=+56m3/m; P18=−96m3/m) and the
southerly storms of 2014 (P5 = −44 m3/m; P10 = −101 m3/m;
P18 = +110 m3/m). The response reﬂects signiﬁcant imbalances
between total hours of easterly (We; 45°–135°) and southerly (Ws;
135°–225°)waves that exceeded 2.5m (1% exceedenceHs), as indicated
by the Start Bay wave buoy record (Fig. 11; 8-week moving sum ofWe
and Ws). While the 8-week averaged Hs signal can be seen in the
beach response, unlike the Perranporth example, the direction of2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
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Fig. 11. Intertidal morphological change at Slapton Sands. Right panel showsmulti-beam bathy
proﬁle locations. Left panel (from top) shows 8-year time series of wave heightHs (grey is 30-m
with event direction (easterly red and southerly blue) and peak wave heights (circle size) i
events N 2.5 m; beach sediment volumes V (m3/m) for three locations along Slapton Sands (P5change is governed by the storm direction. With the exception of the
seasonal higher frequency event/seasonal scale alongshore redistribu-
tions of sediment, the beach volumes appear to follow a long-term
trend of sediment redistribution from south to northwithin the Slapton
embayment.
Slapton Sands has exhibited progressive rotation for at least 8 years
(Fig. 11) and, based on anecdotal information, at least for several
decades. To explore the long-term trends in beach dynamics and
storm activity further for Slapton Sands, the local UK Met Ofﬁce long-
term (1949–present) hourly mean wind record was used as a proxy
for estimating the occurrence of easterly (We) and southerly (Ws)
short-fetch wind waves. Wave heights were estimated using the SMB
method to provide deep-water wave heights based upon observed
easterly and southerly component wind speeds and durations (Coastal
Engineering Research Center, 1984; Fig. 12). Interestingly, the late-
1980s saw the end of a sustained period of higher easterly storm activ-
ity; since this period there has been a declining trend in easterly wave
events N2.5 m, representing approximately a 75% reduction in 10-yr
averaged easterly storm activity over the last 30 years (Fig. 12). This
decline in easterly storms waves occurred whilst southerly storm
activity remained relatively constant over the same period. Prior to
this, between 1950 and the late-1980s, there had been an increase in
southerly Ws up to approximately 400 h/yr. The relative balance be-
tween10-year averagedWe andWs shows a 30% contributionof easterly
storms between the 1950s until the late-1980s (Fig. 12; lower panel),
after which there is a signiﬁcant increase in the relative contribution2015
2015
2015
2015
2015
0 0.5 1
metric survey of Start Bay with location of directional wave buoy (DWR), and cross-shore
in average, black is 8-weekmoving average) andwave events greater thanHs (1%)=2.5m
ndicated; 8-week moving sum of duration of easterly (red) and southerly (blue) wave
, P10 and P11) relative to a reference volume in early 2007.
Fig. 12. Long term contribution of east and south storms at Start bay. Upper panels show
histograms of hourly frequency of easterly wave events (We) N 2.5 in grey with the red
and blue lines indicting the 10-year moving average (backwards-looking) for easterly
and southerly events, respectively. Wave heights are calculated from local wind records
using simple SMB method (Coastal Engineering Research Center, 1984). Lower panel
shows the percentage contribution of 10-year averageWe to theWs/We balance.
Fig. 13. Inter and supra-tidal morphological change at Loe Bar. Upper left panel shows cross-sho
2013/14 winter proﬁles in black and red, respectively. Upper right panel shows elevation chang
and front barrier volume change (open circles and black squares, respectively) between 2007
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year averagedWs representing N90%.6.3. Loe Bar
Loe Bar is a 4.3-km long, reﬂective gravel barrier on the exposed
southwest coast of Cornwall (Fig. 1). The beach is comprised of ﬁne
gravel (D50 = 3 mm) and a steep reﬂective proﬁle (tanβ= 0.118), it
is also backed by a freshwater lagoon (Loe Pool) and the barrier is ap-
proximately 250 m wide from pool to sea (Poate et al., 2015). The site
is orientated to the southwest and is exposed to the full force of south-
westerly stormwaves that approach from a shore normal direction. The
storm response at Loe Bar can be considered representative of exposed
reﬂective gravel beaches in the region (e.g. Chesil Beach).
As described in Section 5.3, morphological records show that Loe Bar
experienced overwash events during the 2013/14 winter. Fig. 13 illus-
trates the morphological timeseries between 2007 and 2015 (19 sur-
veys) from a long-term monitored proﬁle section. Pre and post storm
(August 2013 and March 2014) proﬁles show a similar response to 3D
surveys collected by PU shown in Fig. 8, with a loss of 70m3/m seaward
of the bar crest and gains of 49 m3/m landward representing overwash
deposits, extending 150 m to Loe Pool. During 2013/14 the bar crest el-
evation was reduced by 0.3 m and migrated landward by 20 m.
When considering volume changes to the back and front barrier
beach within a 7-year timeseries, the 2013/14 overwash events repre-
sent the only signiﬁcant change (overwash accumulation) in back barri-
er volumes. Front barrier volumes were also at their most eroded state
post 2013/14winter. No recovery in crest elevation or position occurred
post 2013/14 winter and front barrier volumes surprisingly continued
to reduce until late 2015 (b−100m3/m)with alongshore redistribution
of sediment and 3D beach cusp morphodynamics possible contributors
to this observed change (Poate et al., 2015). Back barrier sediment vol-
umes showed no signiﬁcant change post 2013/14 winter as there is nore proﬁle change between 2007 and 2015. All proﬁles are shown in grey, and pre and post
e across the pre and post 2013/14 winter proﬁles. Bottom panel shows timeseries of back
and 2015.
238 T. Scott et al. / Marine Geology 382 (2016) 224–241short-term mechanism to return back barrier sediment to the active
beachface.
It is useful to consider the potential frequency of overwash events
through examining the forcing mechanisms. Fig. 14 shows the 30-min
hydrodynamic forcing conditions at Loe Bar between 2012 and 2015
(timeseries constrained by availability of proximal wave buoy record).
Wave records from the Porthleven nearshore wave buoy (Fig. 1; 12 m
water depth) located directly offshore of the site, provided Hs and Tm
(converted to Te using Cahill and Lewis (2014)), combined with beach
slope to compute statistical run-up heights based on Poate et al.
(2016) where runup height (Rht) = 0.39 tanβ0.5 Hs Te. Development of
this runup equation was partly based on ﬁeld data collected by Poate
et al. (2016) at Loe Bar. When combined with water level elevations
(WL; tide plus surge) from the nearby Newlyn tide gauge (Figs. 1 and
14), potential for overwash events can be ascertained. Since 2012, it is
clear from the 30-min runup elevation timeseries (Relv) in Fig. 14 that
potential overwash events where runup exceeds bar crest elevations
are extremely rare and computed overwash potential during winter
2013/14 is extremely signiﬁcant. Computed 30-min Relv values exceed
the bar crest for 38.5 h during the 2013/14winter while only exceeding
crest elevation for 5 h previously (since Jan 2012). It should be noted
that while the forcing timeseries is short, 2011/12 and 2012/13 winter
were representative of energetic winter periods with multiple wave
events where Hs exceeded 5 m.
The morphological and hydrodynamic forcing timeseries from Loe
Bar demonstrates the signiﬁcance of extreme overwash events on
long term beach volumes where sediment can be lost on a permanent
basis to the back barrier region (if no breaching events occur). Predicted
(and observed) overwash events during 2013/14 winter (at least 5
tides, over three periods) indicate that permanent change can occur
over individual storms unlike observations at exposed sandy (e.g.
Perranporth; offshore response) and sheltered sand/gravel (e.g.
Slapton; rotational response) beaches where cumulative impacts of
winter averaged conditions can be more signiﬁcant.Fig. 14. Hydrodynamic forcing and computed runup timseries for Loe Bar between 2012 and 2
peak energy period (Te); computed runup height (Rht); combine tide and surge water level (W7. Discussion
Long-term regional morphological monitoring of 38 beach sites
along the embayed macro-tidal coasts of the southwest of England pro-
vided a unique opportunity to assess the morphological impact due to
an extremely energetic 2013/2014 winter season. During this winter,
the peak in observed 8-week averaged Hs reached 4.4 m, which repre-
sented at least a 1:50 year return period (based onGEV analysis of annu-
al 8-weekmaxima; Coles, 2001) and analysis of a 60-year hindcastwave
model record (validated by offshore wave buoy measurements) by
Masselink et al. (2016) suggests that with the exception of the far
north region (Ireland), the 2013/2014 winter was the most energetic
since 1948. A signiﬁcant post-winter morphological response was
observed, with many of the diverse beach sites in the beach dataset
in their most depleted state since morphological records began
(~10 years). Total sediment volume loss and intertidal beach lowering
throughout the exposed west coast (intermediate/dissipative) beaches
was dramatic, exceeding −100 m3/m (reaching 300 m3/m) and
representing a lowering of ~0.5 m in many cases. Cross-shore redistri-
bution of beach sediments occurred in both landward (reﬂective
beaches) and seaward directions (intermediate/dissipative beaches)
through swash (overwash and dune scarping) and surf zone processes
(bed return ﬂow and rip currents), respectively. This dominant cross-
shore response of exposed intermediate/dissipative beaches was in
stark contrast to the rotational response observed throughout semi-
sheltered intermediate/reﬂective sand and gravel beaches, particularly
on the south coast, where unusually southerly storm tracks enhanced
alongshore redistribution of sediment and shoreline realignment due
to the oblique storm wave approach, leading to signiﬁcant erosion (ac-
cretion) at upwave (downwave) embayment boundaries, respectively.
Absolute proﬁle volume changes of N100 m3/m meant that absolute
mean beach level changes were N2 m in some cases.
Previous studies (Cooper et al., 2004; Castelle et al., 2007;
Vousdoukas et al., 2012; Coco et al., 2014; Splinter et al., 2014) have015. Panels show 30-min timeseries of (from the top down): signiﬁcant wave height (Hs);
L); and runup elevation Relv, where red dashed line is barrier crest.
239T. Scott et al. / Marine Geology 382 (2016) 224–241highlighted the intrinsic link between beach state and coastal vulnera-
bility (coastal ﬂooding and inundation), controlled by the level of ero-
sional response of beach facies (dune and supra-tidal beach volumes,
nearshore sandbars) to storms and the rate and extent of beach recov-
ery. Therefore the time period over which beach-fronted coasts are
more vulnerable to storms is a direct function of their recovery rates
and hence antecedent beach state. This study has shown that the com-
plex and geographically variable response to thewinter 2012/13 storms
(offshore, alongshore and onshore; or subtidal bar formation, rotation
and overwash), seen throughout the west coast of Europe (Blaise et
al., 2015; Castelle et al., 2015; Poate et al., 2015; Suanez et al., 2015),
will require both fundamentally different and site-speciﬁc sediment
transport mechanisms and hydrodynamic forcing sequences to facili-
tate full post-storm recovery. These have implications for the prediction
of the extent and timescales of recovery, and therefore future vulnera-
bility to storms (Ranasinghe et al., 2013). Overwash sedimentswill like-
ly be lost to the active beach in the long-term, while we have seen that
cross-shore recovery can vary from hours on gravel beaches (Poate et
al., 2015) to multi-year periods on sandy beaches.
Similar to observations by Birkemeier (1979), Wang et al. (2006),
Splinter et al. (2011) and Senechal et al. (2015), initial beach recovery
observed at Perranporth, characterised by cross-shore erosional re-
sponse, was rapid, recovering 50% of 2013/14 eroded volume (above
lowwater) within 10 months. This initial very rapid recovery was asso-
ciated with increasing alongshore standard deviation of proﬁle volume,
which has been previously observed at Perranporth (Scott et al., 2011;
Masselink et al., 2014; Poate et al., 2014; Stokes et al., 2015) and associ-
ated with increasing three-dimensionality in sand bar morphology
during accretionary phases, observed in beach state transitions world-
wide (e.g., Wright and Short, 1984; Lippmann and Holman, 1990;
Ranasinghe et al., 2004; Plant et al., 2006). Regular bathymetric surveys
at Perranporth suggest that, contrary to the common view that cross-
shore dominated beaches recover during post-storm calm periods
(summer swell wave conditions; Komar, 1999), post-storm high-
energy swell events and the generation of strongly three dimensional
morphology are a vital ingredient in the recovery of pre-storm beach
volumes, mobilising offshore storm deposits and providing a conduit
for onshore transport through the inner bar trough region, respectively
(e.g., Plant et al., 2006). It is well documented that beach recovery to
pre-storm volumes can take multiple years, if at all (e.g., Thom and
Hall, 1991; Suanez et al., 2012), often citing the time required for
supra-tidal beach and dune recovery. In reality, beach recovery is com-
plex and involves an interconnected beach system (throughout dunes,
upper/lower intertidal, and sub-tidal) where rates of beach volume
and shoreline recovery vary throughout the system depending of
mobilisation potential, disequilibrium and inherent sub-system re-
sponse timescales.
The importance of disequilibrium forcing in relation to antecedent
conditions is well known to control cross-shore beach morphological
response (Yates et al., 2009; Davidson et al., 2013; Castelle et al.,
2014; Masselink et al., 2014). While the winter 2013/14 responses
on exposed beaches were signiﬁcant, the disequilibrium in wave
heights (Hs=Hs) to the long-term annual mean, during the winter
period was much greater for the semi-sheltered south coast due to
the unusually southerly track of the winter depressions. This was a
contributing factor, alongside wave angle, to the magnitude of gross
volume change within south coast embayments that displayed a clear
rotational response dominated by the alongshore redistribution of
sediment. Unlike the more cross-shore dominated rotational response
documented, for example, at Australian beaches by Harley et al.
(2015). The more reﬂective nature of many of the south coast beaches
meant that a mean loss of−50.9 m3/m throughout led to a signiﬁcant
mean lowering of−64 cm. Importantly, annual recovery data shows
(work in preparation) at these sites only experienced 6.8 m3/m of re-
covery on average with 48% of proﬁles recovering b10% of pre-winter
volume.It is clear that re-balancing this alongshore redistribution of sedi-
ment would require a cumulatively equal and opposite recovery
event. The timescales of this recovery cycle were examined for Slapton
Sands, where a multi-annual record showed intermittent and ﬂuctuat-
ing event (storm sequence) driven recovery response (easterly storms)
within a decadal erosional (rotational) trend throughout the morpho-
logical record (south end of embayment). The southerly-dominated
winter storms of 2013/4 had a dramatic impact on the beach, and
were not balanced by easterly wave events that would drive equivalent
alongshore sediment transport processes in the opposite direction. In
contrast, evidence from a 2-month easterly storm cluster during early
2013 suggested that the system would potentially respond rapidly to
short-term high-energy storm events/sequences as the embayment
reversed the longer-term rotational trend. Ultimately, the winter
2012/13 events left the southern end of the beach severely depleted
and the lack of subsequent easterly recovery events meant the beach
remained highly vulnerable to further storm impacts during the subse-
quent winter.
As identiﬁed by Coco et al. (2014) andMasselink et al. (2015), the re-
sponse of geographically variable beaches to a sequence of storms is dif-
ﬁcult to anticipate and relates to both geomorphological setting (beach
type, antecedent conditions, sediment supply and geological setting)
and individual storm characteristics (severity, frequency, duration and
track), not to mention water levels. While intra-cluster characteristics
of storms are critical for understanding response to storm sequences
(Ferreira, 2006; Coco et al., 2014; Splinter et al., 2014), the long-term re-
cords from Perranporth and Slapton Sands show that where the cycle of
response is multi-annual, the frequency and characteristics of high-en-
ergy storm clusters and subsequent interim periods are also critical to
the long-term balance of beach sediments. Masselink et al. (2014)
have previously shown that, on exposed sandy beaches, winter aver-
aged Hs and associated morphodynamic indices are strongly correlated
with the winter NAO index, that displays an unpredictable 3- to 7-year
cyclical behaviour. This signiﬁcant relationship (r = 0.625) persists
throughout the extended timeseries (1953–2015) of Sevenstones 5-
year averaged winter Hs. The winter NAO has been shown to explain
about one third of winter storm variations, particularly in recent de-
cades (Feser et al., 2015).
These relationships suggest connectivity between wave forcing
and hence morphological response, to longer-term climatic oscilla-
tions. Signiﬁcantly for Slapton Sands, long-term wind data suggests
that there have been signiﬁcant changes to the regional weather pat-
terns that have resulted in a multi-decadal trend towards an increasing
southerly-dominated storm wave climate (and reduction in Easterly
storms) since the 1990s. While little is known about the impact of
decadal climate variability on the speciﬁc wave forcing along the
south west of England, recent studies in Atlantic metocean science
(e.g. McCarthy et al., 2015) clearly show the presence of multi-decadal
cycles in the Atlantic Ocean inﬂuence regional climate phenomenon,
providing evidence that on multi-decadal timescales, the ocean inte-
grates NAO forcing and returns it to the atmosphere as the Atlantic
Multi-decadal Oscillation (AMO). Hakkinen et al. (2011) showed
that winters with more frequent atmospheric blocking events
(blocking of westerly airﬂow and storms) where linked to positive
AMO events (warm Atlantic Ocean). These cycles are undoubtedly
important for coastal evolution and further understanding will only
be gained by comparison with long-term morphological datasets.
This is exempliﬁed by a recent study of Barnard et al., 2015 where
the collection of long-term (up to 40-year) beach morphological
datasets throughout the Paciﬁc, provided evidence that coastal erosion
varies most closely with El Niño/Southern Oscillation. It is therefore
clear that through the ongoing collection of long-term supra-, inter-
and sub-tidal morphological datasets, an improved understanding of
beach recovery processes including multi-annual to multi-decadal
forcing oscillations will be critical to future assessments of coastal
vulnerability.
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1. In the southwest of England the 2013/14 winter contained an un-
precedented sequence of very energetic wave conditions occurring
over a 3-month period. The peak value of the 8-week averaged sig-
niﬁcant wave height (8-week mean offshore Hs=4.4 m) represent-
ed the largest sequence of stormwave heightswithin a 60-yearwave
record. GEV analysis of annualmaxima in peak 8-week averagewave
heights found aminimum return period of 1 in 50 years and a best-ﬁt
estimate of order 1 in 250 years. Signiﬁcantly for the southwest of
England, the 2013/14 storms were also characterised by unusually
southerly storm tracks.
2. Analysis of storm impacts at 38 beaches in the southwest of England
showed response was geographically highly variable: all sites with
dunes experienced signiﬁcant erosion; many gravel barriers
overwashed (event-scale); exposed west coast beaches were domi-
nated by cross-shore transport processes (seasonal-scale) leading
to signiﬁcant loss of sediment offshore; semi-sheltered sites exposed
to more oblique wave forcing (event/seasonal scale) were dominat-
ed by a rotational response due to alongshore redistribution, with
less net intertidal loss.
3. Mechanisms and timescales for beach recovery displayed strong
inter-site and intra-site variations. Multi-annual morphological
records at Perranporth (cross-shore dominated), Slapton Sands
(rotation dominated) and Loe Bar (overwash) showed that recovery
processes are multi-annual (Perranporth and Slapton) or quasi-
permanent (Loe Bar), often comprising of seasonal to decadal signals.
In each case, the mechanisms for recovery were found to be intrinsi-
cally linked to the storm response mechanisms.
4. It is highlighted here that post-storm recovery does not necessarily
occur during calm periods; in the case of both Perranporth (sand)
and Slapton (gravel), high-energy (low steepness and alternate
angle, respectively) wave events appear to be essential for
mobilisation/recovery of deep offshore storm bar deposits and for
beach counter-rotation. We have shown that site-speciﬁc recovery
processes are very complex and stochastic, with rates of beach vol-
ume and shoreline recovery shown to vary throughout the beach
system depending of mobilisation potential, disequilibrium and in-
herent sub-system response timescales.
5. Multi-annual morphological records highlighted the signiﬁcance of
multiannual storm clustering/sequencing, storm tracks and resultant
variations in wave angle, in controlling the impact that extreme
events have on contrasting sand/gravel beaches in exposed/shel-
tered locations. It is argued that important regional wave forcing
characteristics, that are intrinsically linked to the NAO, AMO and
multi-annual atmospheric variability. It is therefore likely that decad-
al metocean variability in regional winter wave characteristics
(height, period and direction) are strongly linked to beach morpho-
logical state and coastal vulnerability.Acknowledgements
This paper was written by TS and GM, who also carried out the data
analysis. TOH contributed to the wind analysis, AS provided the
modelled wave data and TP made available the Loe Bar data set. All au-
thors commented on the paper. The Plymouth University data set has
been, and still is, collected by members of the Coastal Processes Re-
search Group and the authors would like to thank them for their efforts.
This research was funded by NERC grants NE/M004996/1 (Urgency)
and NE/N015525/1 (Strategic Highlights Topics). The UK Met Ofﬁce
and Channel Coast Observatory are project partners and kindly provid-
ed supporting measured and modelled wind, weather and wave data.
The project teamwould also like to thank the CDOCO, in the framework
of Previmer project and programs that contribute to it (http://www.
previmer.org), for access to archived wave buoy data.References
Aagaard, T., Greenwood, B., Hughes, M., 2013. Sediment transport on dissipative, interme-
diate and reﬂective beaches. Earth Sci. Rev. 124, 32–50.
Baldwin, M.P., Gray, L.J., Dunkerton, T.J., Hamilton, K., Haynes, P.H., Randel, W.J., Holton,
J.R., Alexander, M.J., Hirota, I., Horinouchi, T., 2001. The quasi-biennial oscillation.
Rev. Geophys. 39 (2), 179–229.
Blaise, E., Suanez, S., Stéphan, P., Fichaut, B., David, L., Cuq, V., Autret, R., Houron, J., Rouan,
M., Floc'h, F., Ardhuin, F., Cancouët, R., Davidson, R., Costa, S., Delacourt, S., 2015. Re-
view of winter storms 2013–2014 on shoreline retreat dynamic on Brittany coast.
Géomorphologie, Relief, Processus, Environnement 21, 267–292.
Barnard, P.L., Short, A.D., Harley, M.D., Splinter, K.D., Vitousek, S., Turner, I.L., Allan, J.,
Banno, M., Bryan, K.R., Doria, A., Hansen, J.E., Kato, S., Kuriyama, Y., Randall-
Goodwin, E., Ruggiero, P., Walker, I.J., Heathﬁeld, D.K., 2015. Coastal vulnerability
across the Paciﬁc dominated by El Niño/Southern Oscillation. Nat. Geosci. 8, 801–808.
Birkemeier, W.A., 1979. The effects of the 19 December 1977 coastal storm on beaches in
North Carolina and New Jersey. Shore Beach 47, 7–15.
Bromirski, P.D., Cayan, D.R., 2015. Wave power variability and trends across the North At-
lantic inﬂuenced by decadal climate patterns. J. Geophys. Res. Oceans 120, 3419–3443.
Cahill, B., Lewis, T., 2014. Wave period ratios and the calculation of wave power. Proceed-
ings of the 2nd Marine Energy Technology Symposium, 10. CRC Press, Seattle, Wash.
Castelle, B., Bonneton, P., Dupuis, H., Sénéchal, N., 2007. Double bar beach dynamics on
the high-energy meso-macrotidal French Aquitanian Coast: a review. Mar. Geol.
245 (1–4), 141–159.
Castelle, B., Marieu, V., Bujan, S., Ferreira, S., Parisot, J.-P., Capo, S., Chouzenoux, T., 2014.
Equilibrium shoreline modelling of a high-energy meso-macrotidal multiple-barred
beach. Mar. Geol. 347, 85–94.
Castelle, B., Marieu, V., Bujan, S., Splinter, K.D., Robinet, A., Sénéchal, N., Ferreira, S., 2015.
Impact of the winter 2013–2014 series of severeWestern Europe storms on a double-
barred sandy coast: beach and dune erosion and megacusp embayments. Geomor-
phology 238, 135–148.
Coastal Engineering Research Center, 1984. Shore ProtectionManual US Army Corps: Vol-
ume 1. USA, Washington DC.
Coco, G., Senechal, N., Rejas, A., Bryan, K., Capo, S., Parisot, J.P., Brown, J.A., MacMahan,
J.H.M., 2014. Beach response to a sequence of extreme storms. Geomorphology 204,
493–501.
Coles, S., 2001. An introduction to statistical modeling of extreme values. Springer Series
in Statistics 208. Springer Verlag London.
Cooper, J.A.G., Jackson, D.W.T., Navas, F., McKenna, J., Malvarez, G., 2004. Identifying storm
impacts on an embayed, high energy coastline: examples from western Ireland. Mar.
Geol. 210 (1–4), 261–280.
Davidson, M.A., Splinter, K.D., Turner, I.L., 2013. A simple equilibriummodel for predicting
shoreline change. Coast. Eng. 73, 191–202.
Devon Maritime Forum, . Holding the Line? Reviewing the Impacts, Responses and Resil-
ience of People and Places in Devon to the Winter Storms of 2013/2014. Devon Mar-
itime Forum. http://www.devonmaritimeforum.org.uk.
Dodet, G., Bertin, X., Taborda, R., 2010. Wave climate variability in the North-East Atlantic
Ocean over the last six decades. Ocean Model 31 (3–4):120–131. http://dx.doi.org/
10.1016/j.ocemod.2009.10.010.
Donat, M.G., Renggli, D., Wild, S., Alexander, L.V., Leckebusch, G.C., Ulbrich, U., 2011. Re-
analysis suggests long-term upward trends in European storminess since 1871.
Geophys. Res. Lett. 38, 1–6.
Donat, M.G., 2010. European wind storms, related loss potentials and changes in multi-
model climate simulations. Doktorarbeit am Institut für Meteorologie, Freie
Universität Berlin, 175. PhD thesis.
Elko, N., Feddersen, F., Foster, D.L., Holman, R.A., McNinch, J., Ozkan-Haller, H.T., Plant,
N.G., Raubenheimer, B., Elgar, S., Hay, A.E., Holland, K.T., Kirby Jr., J.T., Lippmann,
T.C., Miller, J.K., Stockdon, H.F., Ashton, A.D., Boehm, A.B., Clark, D., Cowen, E.,
Dalyander, S., Gelfenbaum, G.R., Hapke, C.J., MacMahan, J., McNamara, D., Mulligan,
R.P., Palmsten, M.L., Ruggiero, P., Sherwood, C.R., Hsu, T.J., 2014. The future of near-
shore processes research. American Geophysical Union, Fall Meeting 2014.
Ferreira, O., 2006. The role of storm groups in the erosion of sandy coasts. Earth Surf. Pro-
cess. Landf. 31, 1058–1060.
Feser, F., Barcikowska, M., Krueger, O., Schenk, F., Weisse, R., Xia, L., 2015. Storminess over
the North Atlantic and northwestern Europe - a review. Q. J. R. Meteorol. Soc. 141
(687), 350–382.
Hakkinen, S., Rhines, P.B., Worthen, D.L., 2011. Atmospheric blocking and Atlantic multi-
decadal ocean variability. Science 334, 655–660.
Hanley, J., Caballero, R., 2012. The role of large-scale atmospheric ﬂow and Rossby wave
breaking in the evolution of extreme windstorms over Europe. Geophys. Res. Lett.
39 (21).
Harley, M.D., Turner, I.L., Short, A.D., 2015. New insights into embayed beach rotation: the
importance of wave exposure and cross-shore processes. J. Geophys. Res. F: Earth
Surf. 120 (8), 1470–1484.
Komar, P.D., 1999. Beach processes and sedimentation. Prentice-Hall, New Jersey, p. 544.
Lewis, M.J., Neill, S.P., Elliott, A.J., 2014. Interannual Variability of Two Offshore Sand Banks
in a Region of Extreme Tidal Range. J. Coast. Res. 1–12 June.
Lippmann, T.C., Holman, R.A., 1990. The spatial and temporal variability of sand bar mor-
phology. J. Geophys. Res. 95 (C7), 11575–11590.
Loureiro, C., Ferreira, O., Cooper, A.J., 2012. Geologically constrained morphological vari-
ability and boundary effects on embayed beaches. Mar. Geol. 329–331, 1–15.
Marshall, A.G., Scaife, A., 2009. Impact of the QBO on surface winter climate. J. Geophys.
Res. - Atmos. 114, 2–7 June.
Masselink, G., Castelle, B., Scott, T., Dodet, G., Suanez, S., Jackson, D., Floc'h, F., 2016. Ex-
treme wave activity during 2013/2014 winter and morphological impacts along the
Atlantic coast of Europe. Geophys. Res. Lett. 43.
241T. Scott et al. / Marine Geology 382 (2016) 224–241Masselink, G., Austin, M., Scott, T., Russell, P., 2014. Role of wave forcing, storms and NAO
in outer bar dynamics on a high-energy, macro-tidal beach. Geomorphology 226,
76–93.
Masselink, G., Scott, T., Poate, T., Russell, P., Davidson, M., Conley, D., 2015. The extreme
2013/14 winter storms: hydrodynamic forcing and coastal response along the south-
west coast of England. Earth Surf. Process. Landf. 41, 378–391.
McCall, R.T., Poate, T.G., Masselink, G., Roelvink, J.A., Almeida, L.P., Davidson, M., Russell,
P.E., 2014. Modelling storm hydrodynamics on gravel beaches with XBeach-G.
Coast. Eng. 91, 231–250.
McCall, R.T., Masselink, G., Poate, T.G., Bradbury, A.P., Russell, P.E., Davidson, M.A., 2013.
Predicting overwash on gravel barriers. J. Coast. Res. 65, 1473–1478.
McCarthy, G.D., Haigh, I.D., Hirschi, J.J.-M., Grist, J.P., Smeed, D., 2015. Ocean impact on de-
cadal Atlantic climate variability revealed by sea-level observations. Nature 521
(7553), 508–510.
Met Ofﬁce, 2014. The Recent Storms and Floods in the UK. Met Ofﬁce, Exeter, UK (Feb
2014).
Özkan-Haller, H.T., 2013. Circulation in the Outer Nearshore Zone, (1996). pp. 327–338.
Plant, N.G., Todd Holland, K., Holman, R.A., 2006. A dynamical attractor governs beach re-
sponse to storms. Geophys. Res. Lett. 33 (17).
Poate, T., Masselink, G., Russell, P., Austin, M.J., 2014. Morphodynamic variability of high-
energy macrotidal beaches, Cornwall, UK. Mar. Geol. 350, 97–111.
Poate, T., Masselink, G., McCall, R., Russell, P., Davidson, M., 2015. UK storms 2014: gravel
beach response. Proceedings Coastal Sediments, ASCE, San Diego, USA.
Poate, T., McCall, R., Masselink, G., 2016. A new parameterisation for runup on gravel
beaches. Coast. Eng. 117, 176–190.
Ranasinghe, R., Symonds, G., Black, K., Holman, R., 2004. Morphodynamics of intermediate
beaches: a video imaging and numerical modelling study. Coast. Eng. 51, 629–655.
Ranasinghe, R., Callaghan, D., Roelvink, D., 2013. Does aMore Sophisticated Storm Erosion
Model Improve Probabilistic Erosion Estimates? Coastal Dynamics 2013, 24–28 June,
Bordeaux, France.
Roelvink, J.A., Stive, M.J.F., 1989. Bar-generating cross-shore ﬂowmechanisms on a beach.
J. Geophys. Res. 94, 4785–4800.
Ruiz de Alegria-Arzaburu, A., Masselink, G., 2010. Storm response and seasonal morpho-
logical change on a gravel beach, Slapton Sands, U.K. Mar. Geol. 278, 77–99.
Scott, T., Masselink, G., Russell, P.E., 2011. Morphodynamic characteristics and classiﬁca-
tion of beaches in England and Wales. Mar. Geol. 286, 1–20.
Scott, T., Masselink, G., Austin, M.J., Russell, P., 2014. Controls on macrotidal rip current
circulation and hazard. Geomorphology.
Senechal, N., Coco, G., Castelle, B., Marieu, V., 2015. Storm impact on the seasonal shore-
line dynamics of a meso- to macrotidal open sandy beach (Biscarrosse, France). Geo-
morphology 228, 448–461.
Senechal, N., Abadie, S., Gallagher, E., MacMahan, J., Masselink, G., Michallet, H., ... Garlan,
T., 2011. The ECORS-Truc Vert'08 nearshore ﬁeld experiment: presentation of a
three-dimensional morphologic system in a macro-tidal environment during consec-
utive extreme storm conditions. Ocean Dyn. 61 (12), 2073–2098.Spencer, T., Brooks, S.M., Evans, B.R., Tempest, J.A., Möller, I., 2015. Southern North Sea
storm surge event of 5 December 2013: water levels, waves and coastal impacts.
Earth Sci. Rev. 146, 120–145 December 2013.
Splinter, K.D., Palmsten, M.L., 2012. Modeling dune response to an East Coast Low. Mar.
Geol. 329-331, 46–57.
Splinter, K.D., Carley, J.T., Golshani, A., Tomlinson, R., 2014. A relationship to describe the
cumulative impact of storm clusters on beach erosion. Coast. Eng. 83, 49–55.
Splinter, K.D., Strauss, D.R., Tomlinson, R.B., 2011. Assessment of post-storm recovery of
beaches using video imaging techniques: a case study at Gold Coast, Australia. IEEE
Trans. Geosci. Remote Sens. 49 (12), 4704–4716.
Steers, J.A., 1946. The Coastline of England and Wales. 644. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge.
May, V.J., Hansom, J.D., 2003. Coastal Geomorphology of Great Britain. Joint Nature Con-
servation Committee, Peterborough.
Stive, M.J.F., Aarninkhof, S.G.J., Hamm, L., Hanson, H., Larson, M., Wijnberg, K.M., Nicholls,
R.J., Capobianco, M., 2002. Variability of shore and shoreline evolution. Coast. Eng. 47,
211–235.
Stokes, C., Davidson, M., Russell, P., 2015. Observation and prediction of three-dimension-
al morphology at a high-energy macrotidal beach. Geomorphology 243, 1–13.
Suanez, S., Cariolet, J.-M., Cancouët, R., Ardhuin, F., Delacourt, C., 2012. Dune recovery after
storm erosion on a high-energy beach: Vougot Beach, Brittany (France). Geomor-
phology 139-140, 16–33.
Suanez, S., Cancouët, R., Floc'h, F., Blaise, E., Ardhuin, F., Filipot, J.-F., ... Delacourt, C., 2015.
Observations and predictions of wave runup, extreme water levels, and medium-
term dune erosion during storm conditions. Journal of Marine Science and Engineer-
ing 3 (3), 674–698.
Thom, B.H., Hall, W., 1991. Behaviour of beach proﬁles during accretion and erosion dom-
inated period. Earth Surf. Process. Landf. 16, 113–127.
Vousdoukas, M.I., Almeida, L.P.M., Ferreira, Ó., 2012. Beach erosion and recovery during
consecutive storms at a steep-sloping, meso-tidal beach. Earth Surf. Process. Landf.
37 (6), 583–593.
Wang, P., Kirby, J.H., Haber, J.D., Horwitz, M.H., Knorr, P.O., Krock, J.R., 2006. Morphological
and sedimentological impacts of hurricane Ivan and immediate post-storm beach re-
covery along the Northwestern Florida barrier-island coasts. J. Coast. Res. 6,
1382–1402.
Wang, X.L., Feng, Y., Swail, V.R., 2012. North Atlantic wave height trends as reconstructed
from the 20th century reanalysis. Geophys. Res. Lett. 39 (17), 1–6.
Woollings, T., Hoskins, B., Blackburn, M., Berrisford, P., 2008. A new Rossby wave–break-
ing interpretation of the North Atlantic Oscillation. J. Atmos. Sci. 65 (2), 609–626.
Wright, L.D., Short, A.D., 1984. Morphodynamic variability of surf zones and beaches: a
synthesis. Mar. Geol. 36, 93–118.
Yates, M.L., Guza, R.T., O'Reilly, W.C., 2009. Equilibrium shoreline response: observations
and modeling. J. Geophys. Res. 114.
Young, I.R., Zieger, S., Babanin, A.V., 2011. Global trends in wind speed and wave height.
Science 332 (6028), 451–455.
